but gave little support to the broader agenda of labor liberalism. In the last of six chapters, Martin shows how the limits of this localism became apparent in the second half of the twentieth century, when both industries came under tremendous pressure from foreign competitors. The community created by the capital mobility of the early twentieth century was eventually undone by the capital mobility of the late twentieth century.
Martin artfully weaves discussions of the technical aspects of pottery and tinplate production with a broader reading of gender and politics at the workplace. His discussion of the experience of the pottery and steel workers of Hancock County is a useful reminder of the limits of an urban-centered narrative. However, the argument about the implications of these local developments for national politics might have been strengthened by the use of a slightly broader lens. If this is not simply a case of politics in a company-dominated county, and Martin argues it is not, then traces of the same trends should be apparent in other locales. The book might have also benefited from a more sustained treatment of the environmental landscape of the Ohio Valley, a thread introduced in the opening chapter and central to his argument about ruralindustrial self-help but which becomes less visible in the later chapters. However, these are minor deficiencies in a book that is certain to become a mainstay of labor historiography. The Alien Registration Act of 1940 (Smith Act) was an unusual peacetime anti-sedition law. Making it illegal to advocate disloyalty in the armed forces and criminalizing those who showed support for overthrowing the government, the law gave federal authorities the power to target individuals and organizations advancing these actions. World War I's Sedition Act had similar provisions, but the nation had not passed similar peacetime restrictions since the Alien and Sedition Acts of 1798. In June of 1940, however, as the war in Europe brewed and the United States committed itself to war preparedness, FDR found support for the law among members of the military, patriotic organizations, and members of Congress who were in a panic over the potential for military and industrial sabotage. Haverty-Stacke finds that the decision of the federal government to prosecute Trotskyists was due to a confluence of factors. Rank and file members of Local 544, calling themselves the Committee of 99, accused local union leaders of using their positions to recruit for the SWP, an organization, they argued, committed to overthrowing the government. Turning to their international union leadership and the justice department, these disgruntled unionists made the case that their union was being used as a tool by the SWP. The International Brotherhood Teamsters president, Daniel Tobin, also leaned on the Justice Department and asked if it would share with him its intelligence on these local SWP members, which it did. Then Tobin used the wartime emergency and the AFL's no-strike pledge as an excuse to put the local in receivership. He argued that the SWP opposed US involvement in war, and its members had a hold on the local's leadership. When local SWP leaders fought back by calling for a vote on whether to accept receivership or bolt to the CIO, Tobin wrote to FDR and told him that the SWP leadership was dangerous, with the potential of disrupting the country's transportation network and overthrowing the government.
For some time, activists and scholars have pointed to Tobin's letter as the cause for Smith Act prosecutions. According to Haverty-Stacke, however, a newly declassified FBI source proves that Tobin's infamous letter was not the primary cause of the indictments to follow. In fact, the Justice department had been doing its own investigation for some time, and Hoover had already put a bug in FDR's ear. Minnesota's governor, Harold Stassen, also encouraged prosecution. Still, when the acting solicitor general, Francis Biddle, authorized the prosecution, he did so reluctantly, seeing himself as a civil libertarian who was only testing a new law. Biddle's willingness to apply the Smith Act to this case of union infighting, Haverty-Stacke argues, demonstrates how powerful wartime fears had become.
Haverty-Stacke also draws critical attention to the courts' about-face regarding how best to interpret free speech protections in the context of war. The defense argued that the SWP was a legitimate political party and that its members had a First Amendment right to advocate their beliefs. Defense attorneys hoped that since no overt rebellion or illegal action had occurred, the clear and present danger standard would result in a not-guilty verdict. The prosecution, however, argued that the SWP was an illegal conspiracy and, by referencing party literature and Marx's writings, made a case that the SWP's goal was to overthrow the government by force. SWP control over Local 544 positioned its leaders to sabotage the country's war effort. Judge Joyce, understood to be a friend of the FBI, viewed the case as a conspiracy and saw no violation of constitutional rights in their prosecution. The Supreme Court refused to hear the defendants' appeal, eighteen of the defendants served time in prison, and the Smith Act served as the state's hammer against free speech for the next sixteen years, until the Supreme Court in Yates V. United States argued for a new "incitement-to-future-action standard."
Haverty-Stacke's focus on the first Smith Act conviction provides a rich and readable history that will interest scholars of labor, politics, and the left. In a final chapter and "Coda," Haverty-Stacke takes the story from the 1950s to the present. Although Haverty-Stacke's analysis is strongest in the chapters that focus directly on the federal case, her findings in her final chapters are intriguing. There Haverty-Stacke suggests that broader court interpretations regarding free speech and dissent prevailed from the 1950s through the 1980s, but still, the SWP experienced continued FBI interference as a target of CONINTELPRO. This part of the story is necessarily told in too broad strokes. Haverty-Stacke's roadmap, however, offers valuable insights for future scholars to develop more fully. 
Randi Storch

